1. Figure DR1 : Definition of the tidal limit in the dataset. 2. Figure DR2 : Normalized along-channel width profiles of all systems used. 3. Figure DR3 : Schematic figure of meander definitions in this study. 4. Figure DR4 : Along-channel profiles of meander length and amplitude. 5. Figure DR5 : Locations with indicators of possible human influence. 6. Figure DR6 : Examples of meanders with a high sinuosity. 7. Table DR1 : Empirical and theoretical relations for meander dimensions. 8. Table DR2 : Rivers used in this study for meander measurements.
Additional Data (Files in .zip) 1. KML: A kml-file with the meander polygons used in this study (see Table DR2 ).
Figure 1: Along-channel width profiles. The tidal limit was manually selected as the point where the channel width approaches a constant value. The zone seaward of this point is defined as the fluvial-tidal transition zone and the landward zone as the fluvial zone. The distance to the tidal limit is used to normalise along-channel distance.
Figure 2: Normalized along-channel width profiles of all systems used. Channel width normalised by the width of the upstream river (y-axis) as a function of along-channel distance normalised by along-channel distance to the tidal limit as defined in Suppl. Williams ( Williams (1986) Rivers Figure 4 : (left panels) Meander length and (right panels) amplitude as a function of dimensionless intrinsic coordinate, which was calculated as the along-channel distance from the sea measured along the channel centreline divided by the distance to the tidal limit. The tidal limit was determined as the location where channel width approaches a constant value. For visibility systems were separated over subplots: (a,b) system number 1-11; (c,d) 12-23; (e,f) 24-34; (g,h) 35-45; (i,j) 46-56; (k,l) 57-68. Numbers correspond to systems in Supplementary Table S2.
Figure 5: In the dataset, it was recorded at which locations human influence from aerial photographs may have influenced river pattern (similarly as in Kleinhans and van den Berg (2011) and Leuven et al. (2016) ), such as the presence of harbours or sudden straight sections in a densely populated area. These locations are indicated as asterisks on top of the data in Fig. 2 of the article. The locations with possible human influence do not significantly deviate from the trends found and neither do they systematically increase scatter or cause outliers, as indicated by the largely overlapping confidence intervals. Figure 6 : Examples of meanders with high sinuosity in Fig. 3 . The plot on the right corresponds with Fig. 3b in the main article and indicates the numbers of the systems that have a meander with a sinuosity above 2.5. High sinuosities occur typically under two conditions: (1, top panels) the amplitude is disproportionally large or meander lengths disproportionally short, which typically plot close to the upper confidence limit when amplitude is plotted against length, (2, lower panels) along-channel distance is disproportionally large compared to the meander length, usually caused by asymmetry in meander bends, which plot on or below the regression line of amplitude against length. 
